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Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 26 February 2009 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that none of the references cited disclose 
a method and system for operating a print system in which a print 
operator can assign first and second identifiers to respective 
groups of pages to be printed at respective first and second 
printers wherein a group of pages can include consecutive and 
non-consecutive pages that can be single pages or sub-groups of 
pages. Applicant further asserts that Motoyama (US -5 , 353 , 388) 
does not disclose using different identifiers to print different 
groups of pages of a document at different printers, and that The 
Microsoft Word document ("Working with Microsoft Word 6.0: Part 
II - The Art of Page Design", Smart Computing in Plain English , 
May 1995, pages 54-57) only discloses information for page design 
including creating sections. Applicant further argues that 
Rourke does not disclose the claimed element of "grouping pages 
consecutively and non-consecutively" since, in the claimed 
invention, it is the printer operator that assigns group 
identifiers into the document to establish groups of pages in the 
document to thereby create an amended document, wherein a single 
group of pages can include both consecutive and non-consecutive 
pages that can be single pages or sub-groups of pages. 
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Examiner replies that one cannot show nonobviousness by 

attacking references individually where the rejections are based 

on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 

208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 

USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986) . It is the combination of Motoyama, MS 

Word, and Rourke that teaches a method and system for operating a 

print system in which a print operator can assign first and 

second identifiers to respective groups of pages to be printed at 

respective first and second printers wherein a group of pages can 

include consecutive and non-consecutive pages that can be single 

pages or sub-groups of pages. 

As set forth in the prior art rejections, Motoyama teaches 

that a Print Document Management system (PDMS) program 

facilitates assigning group identifiers into the document to 

establish groups of pages in the document, as shown in figure la 

(110) and column 3, lines 49-54 of Motoyama. Therein, Motoyama 

describes how the page sets have prologue sections that define 

the structure of the document . Motoyama further teaches that a 

single group of pages can include consecutive pages that can be 

single pages or sub-groups of pages, as shown in column 4, lines 

12-23 of Motoyama which describes using single pages or sequences 

of pages. 

Motoyama does not teach a print operator can assign first 
and second identifiers to respective groups of pages to be 
printed at respective first and second printers; that said group 
of pages can also include non-consecutive pages; and that a first 
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group of pages is assigned a first identifier for printing at a 
first printer and a second group of pages is assigned a second 
identifier for printing at a second printer. However, MS Word 
teaches a graphical user interface that permits character and 
paragraph formatting (figure 1 of MS Word) ; and dividing a 
document into sections by positioning an insertion point where an 
operator wants to begin a section (page 6, column 1, last three 
lines of MS Word) . Further, Rourke discloses grouping pages 
consecutively and non-consecutively (figure 6(58-62) and column 
10, lines 10-19 of Rourke - The pages grouped for printing based 
on page attributes and printer capabilities . Printing 
distribution is not based on whether pages are consecutive . 
Thus, for a given document, pages may be grouped consecutively 
and non-consecutively depending upon the document page 
organization and the attributes of the available printers.)-, and 
that a first group of pages is assigned a first identifier for 
printing at a first printer and a second group of pages is 
assigned a second identifier for printing at a second printer 
(figures 9-10 and column 11, lines 6-17 of Rourke - identifiers 
set by user in establishing multiple queue print job) . While in 
Rourke, it is not specifically the printer operator that does the 
assigning, by combination with Motoyama and MS Word, such a 
teaching is brought out. Again, Applicant must look to the 
combination of references as specifically set forth in the office 
action, rather than insist that a single reference teach a 
particular limitation. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action : 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 40, 42-43, 46, 48-50, 52, 54-55, 58 and 60-62 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Motoyama (US-5, 353 , 388) , MS Word ("Working with Microsoft Word 
6.0: Part II - The Art of Page Design", Smart Computing in Plain 
English , May 1995, pages 54-57), and Rourke (US-5, 995, 721) . 

Regarding claims 40 and 52: Motoyama discloses a system 
(figure 2 and column 3, lines 26-31 of Motoyama) for printing a 
document having a plurality of pages (column 5, lines 28-35 of 
Motoyama) comprising a print document management system (PDMS) 
program for running on a computer (column 5, lines 50-52 of 
Motoyama), the PDMS program facilitating: receiving the document 
into the print document management program (column 5, lines 46-52 
of Motoyama - the various software modules [figure 3 (200-210) of 
Motoyama] constitute a print document management system and 
receive the document to be processed) ; assigning group identi- 
fiers into the document to establish groups of pages in the 
document (figure la(110) and column 3, lines 49-54 of Motoyama), 
wherein a single group of pages can include consecutive pages 
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that can be single pages or sub-groups of pages (column 4, lines 
12-23 of Motoyama) ; and instructing the computer to send groups 
of pages of the document (column 10, lines 34-40 of Motoyama) to 
an output data stream for printing (column 11, lines 38-43 of 
Motoyama) . 

Motoyama further discloses a program executed by a host 
computer, and therefore a corresponding graphical user interface 
(GUI), for altering the document data (column 5, lines 38-42 of 
Motoyama) . 

Motoyama does not disclose expressly a GUI that facilitates 
the steps of receiving, assigning and instructing; that said 
group of pages can also include non-consecutive pages; that a 
first group of pages is assigned a first identifier for printing 
at a first printer and a second group of pages is assigned a 
second identifier for printing at a second printer; that 
performing said step of assigning thereby creates an amended 
document; and that said output stream for printing is at said 
first and second printers, respectively. 

MS Word teaches a graphical user interface that permits 
character and paragraph formatting (figure 1 of MS Word) ; and 
dividing a document into sections by positioning an insertion 
point where an operator wants to begin a section (page 6, column 
1, last three lines of MS Word) . 

Motoyama and MS Word are analogous art because they are from 
the same field of endeavor, namely the manipulation, editing and 
processing of digital document image data. At the time of the 
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invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to used a GUI for the purpose of allowing a 
print operator to format the document, as taught by MS Word, and 
thus facilitate the steps of receiving, assigning and 
instructing. Furthermore, by formatting the document, the print 
operator creates an amended document . The use of a GUI to format 
an object would have been well known to those of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention, would have been readily 
implemented as part of the system of Motoyama, and would simply 
produce readily predictable results. Further, Motoyama teaches a 
document editor that allows a user to create PDL document with 
embedded commands, thus demonstrating a further reason to combine 
the GUI of MS Word with the system of Motoyama. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to combine MS Word with Motoyama. 

The combination of Motoyama and MS Word does not disclose 
expressly that said group of pages can also include non- 
consecutive pages; that a first group of pages is assigned a 
first identifier for printing at a first printer and a second 
group of pages is assigned a second identifier for printing at a 
second printer; and that said output stream for printing is at 
said first and second printers, respectively. 

Rourke discloses grouping pages consecutively and non- 
consecutively (figure 6(58-62) and column 10, lines 10-19 of 
Rourke - The pages grouped for printing based on page attributes 
and printer capabilities . Printing distribution is not based on 
whether pages are consecutive . Thus, for a given document, pages 
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may be grouped consecutively and non- consecutively depending upon 
the document page organization and the attributes of the 
available printers.)-, that a first group of pages is assigned a 
first identifier for printing at a first printer and a second 
group of pages is assigned a second identifier for printing at a 
second printer (figures 9-10 and column 11, lines 6-17 of Rourke 
- identifiers set by user in establishing multiple queue print 
job) ; and that said output stream for printing is at said first 
and second printers, respectively (column 9, lines 24-34 of 
Rourke) . 

The combination of Motoyama and MS Word is combinable with 
Rourke because they are from the same field of endeavor, namely 
the manipulation, editing and processing of digital document 
image data. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to allow the 
groups of pages taught by Motoyama to be grouped both consecut- 
ively and non-consecutively, as taught by Rourke, and to assign a 
identifiers for printing at different printers. The motiva-tion 
for doing so would have been to increase overall printing speed 
for a print job and to provide an improved printed output by 
having the various pages of the print job printed on the printer 
most suited to the attributes of each particular page. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Rourke with the 
combination of Motoyama and MS Word to obtain the invention as 
specified in claims 40 and 52. 
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Further regarding claim 40: The system of claim 52 performs 
the method of claim 40. 

Regarding claims 42 and 54: Motoyama discloses that the 
print operator instructs the computer to send some or all of the 
document (column 10, lines 34-40 of Motoyama) to one or more 
printing devices (column 11, lines 38-43 of Motoyama). 

Regarding claims 43 and 55: Motoyama discloses that a 
printing device processes the amended document that it receives 
from the computer (column 11, lines 38-41 of Motoyama) and prints 
one or more pages of the amended document (column 11, lines 41-43 
of Motoyama) . 

Regarding claims 46 and 58: Motoyama discloses that the 
PDMS receives the input identifiers through the GUI (column 5, 
lines 15-19 and lines 3 8-41 of Motoyama - host computer with host 
interface inherently comprises some form of GUI) by prompting the 
printer operator to select group identifiers from a list of 
identifiers (column 4, lines 18-23 of Motoyama - GUI used to 
manipulate software, and thus select group identifiers from among 
available group identifiers [list of pages that can be grouped 
together] ) . 

Regarding claims 48 and 60: Motoyama discloses that the 
assignment of group identifiers is made by entering an address or 
other label (prologue [110] ) that instructs the computer to 
format the groups for compatibility with input requirements of a 
printing device (column 4, lines 13-19 and column 6, lines 11-24 
of Motoyama - PDL command stream, which includes the prologue (s) 
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defining how the page image data is to be handled, are formatted 
so as to be compatible with the printing device to be used) . 

Regarding claims 49 and 61: Motoyama discloses defining a 
plurality of page sets (figure 1A (104) of Motoyama) from the 
overall document body (figure 1A(102) of Motoyama) based on page 
set definitions (column 4, lines 13-23 of Motoyama). Therefore, 
if the selected pages of a first page set overlap the selected 
pages of a second page set, then at least one page of the 
document will belong to more than one group of pages. 

Regarding claims 50 and 62: Motoyama discloses that the 
identifiers (prologue) define the content of the portions of the 
document (column 4, lines 12-23 of Motoyama) . Therefore, if a 
group of document pages do not have an identifier, then said 
group of document pages is a null page group. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of 
the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is 
not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire 
on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing 
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date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the 
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to James A. 
Thompson whose telephone number is (571)272-7441. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 8 : 30AM-5 : 00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Edward L. Coles can be 
reached on 571-272-7402. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300 . 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN 
USA OR CANADA) or 571-2 72-1000. 
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